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Any Period of Residence Will Do

and Secrecy

Is Assud

Mrs. Rita Lydig, Another Paris Divorcee. This Noted
Painting of Her by Boldini Helped to Establish

Her as a Parisian Resident,

The Main Street of Reno, Nevada, Whose Crudities Lead Our
Fashionables to Choose Paris as a Divorce Centre.

most fashionable women in New York
saciety have recently gome to Paris,
France, tor their divorces, rather than to
Iieno, Nevada, or some other popular
centre of the Amerlean divoree industry.

During the past few months Mrs. Ogden
L. Mills, daughter of Mrs, W. K. Vander-
hilt, and Mrs. Leonard Thomas, the noted
beanty, have obtained divorces with re-
markable secrecy in the French caplital
A fow months before that it was the dlis-
tinguished Mrs, “Phil" Lydig who ob-
tained her freedom in the same city.

In the early years of the war the equally
distinguished Mrs. Clarence Mackay, now
Mrs. Joseph A. Dlake, divorced Mr. Mac-
kay from the vantage ground of a Parls
residence. She appears to have bcen a
ploneer in the movement among the smart
set to secure mairimonial relief from the
Freneh courts,

Other names could be added {o the list,
but the four women mentioned represent
in the highest degreo the beauty, brains,
wealth, smariness, distinction, cleverness
and originality of New York soclety.
Their examplo sufliciently proves the
slatement that there i3 a tendency in the
fashionable set to go to Paris for divoree,
tather than to Reno or any other Ameri-
can resort.

Shall wo see Paris entirely supplaut
Reno as the home of easy and pleasant
divoree? Socinl autBrrities say that more
women  will still ga to Reno, but the
smartest will prefer Parls, A divorea
criginiting in the latter place will have
the cachet of supreme elegance and dis-
tinetion,

Investigation has proved that French
laws offer altractions to those seeking
casy divoree fully as great as those of
Nevadn—in some respeets greater. The
most important point about the French
divores liw is that the judge may con-
siler any period as establishing a legal
residence for the petitioner, whereas Ne-
Vada requires a residence of six months.

The French judge may decide that a
womian who has heen in France for a
week, or even for a day, has acquired a
legal residence ennbling lier to sue for
divoree. It is not believed that sguch a
deeision has Leen given, but it s posslble
in principle.  The point {s left centlrely to
the wlsdom of the judee,

It i5 not necessary for the parties to be
cilizens ance, for the French code
luys down as o general principlo that for-
eigners resident fn France shall enjoy the
siame benefit and protection from French
laws as citizens of the country.

Service of notice to appear and defend
a suit for divoree may be made by publi-
cation in tho newspapers if the judge de-
cides that it is the onty reasonuble pro-
cedure.

After the first filine of n divoree com-
plaint the judgze Issues a “requete en con-
ciliation,” which s a demand that the
parties shall appear before bhim and en-
deavor to settle théir difforences with his
asslstance. If they fail to respond or fall
to ngree the sull proceeds,

The testimony may bo taken by depo-
sitfon §f the Judee so orders, thus insnr-
ing perfeet secreey and the minimum of
distress and discomfort o a woman plain-
tHf, It the judge is satistiod that the plain.
tift s entitled to a divoree, ho grants an
interlocutory judgment, as in England and
in pome American States. This Is for six
months, at the end of which time it may be
made absolute. The judgment is promul-
eated so quietly that in several cases of
Ameriean applicants it has escaped public
knowledge {or many months after it was
given.

The grounds for diyoree in France are
not dissimilar to those of Nevada, where
“craelty” is listed as a cauvse and has Leen
construed by Judges to cover guch offenses
as speaking unsympathetically 1o a wife
or not speaking to her often cnough.

The serious grounds of divoree in France
are infidelity and conviction of an Infa-
mous crime.  The lighter grounds aro
classed together under Article 231 of the

IT is a significant fact that sonie of the
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French Civil Code as “ox-
cesses, cruelties amd grave
infuries.”  The French ex-
Pression  “injures graves”
which is roughly translated
s “grave injuries,” covers
moral amd physical injuries,
abusive language and, n
fact, nearly every kind and
degree of injury. 1t would
cover that vague complaint,
“incompatibility,” which has
often bern accepted as a
ground for divorce in Amer-
lean courts.

Freneh judges have Inter-
preted  the provisions of
thelr code as covering a wide
variety of acls. iambling
habits on the part of a hus-
band and recklessly accusing
a2 wife of infidelity have been
construed as ground for di-
vorce, “Les mots grossiers"
—"gross words" —are held Joseph
to be sufficient cause. 4

A "mutual divorce” may be Blake,
granted by the French courts

similar charges against the
other and offers proof. In a

tase where the defendant nf-
iers no defence, the divoree
s pronounced with quletness

and dispateh.

A singular advantage appears to be
difered 1o complaining wives in Article 234
of the French Clvil Code. There it is
stated that the judge will go to the home
of the complainant it she is unable to ap-
viar.  This appeals very strongly to re-
finedd American women, who dislike having
o appeur in a dusty old court thronged
rth impertinent lnwyers and rather vul-
gor litigants,

In secking a divoree in Paris most fash-
wnable women would undoubtedly con-
slder that eity more attractive than Reno
o, perhaps, any town in America. The
houlevards of Paris, with their endless
H_u-:n_w-s and restaurants, appear more fas-
finating to these fair expatriates than tho
simple delights of Main street, Reno, with
Its one eabiaret, its shooting gallerles, boot-
black parlors, its motion pleture shows
and Its forlorn bars,

The historic Hue de la aix, with f1ts
splendid shops, onee considered the most
expensive fn the world, but now consid-
erably surpussed in this respeet by Fifth
avenue, olfers consolations to these refu-
kees awalting relief from the “cruclties”
of their husbhands,

Drives in the beautiful Champs Elysees
and the ois de Boulogne Lring joy to the
heart in the Springtime and chase away
sorrow  froem  these  deliente vigtims ot
musculine brutality. A trip to the races at
Longehamps is moro distingulshed than a
ride to the roadhonse where “MAm" Jeffriea
trained for hia Wistoric conflict with “Jaeclk”
Johnson,

One of the most interesting of these
recent Parvis divorces is that obtained by
Mrs, Ogden Liviagston Mills, Junior, for-
merly Margaret Rutherfurd, who is a
daughter of Mra. W, K. Vanderbilt by a
provious marriage.  Mrs, Mills is a great
enuty, of wery distinguished type, with
fine fentures and a statuesguo fgure. She
was only married in 1911 to Mr. Mills, a
grandson of: the multi-millionalre, D, O.
Mille, and a son of Mrs. Ogden Mills, who
Is noted for her exclusiveness in New
York society.

Young Mra. Mills went to Parls only in
Mareh, and ! . May she admitted that she
had obtained a divorce, She declined “to
give detnils, becsuse her maother, Mrs.
Vanderbilt, might not-like t,” and would
not glve the name of her lawyer. Ror a
time it was impossible to ascertain in
what court she had sought her divoree, on
what ground she hnd asked it, or any of
the facts that are necessarily made public
in Ameriea,

Young Mrs, Mills was brought up in
France, lived there for many years, has
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Formerly Mrs,
where each party Urings Clarence Mackay, a
Pioneer in the
Movement to Paris

for Divorce.
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Young Mrs. Ogden L. Mills, Daughter of Mus.
W. K. Vanderbilt, Who Has Obtained
a Paris Divorce Nobody Knows
How, When or Why.

spent o large part of every year there and was married
from the Chateau do Quesnay, lier gtepfather's residence,
near Paris. Thero is, therefore, ground for calling her a
resident of France, On the other hand, her husband,
Ogden L, Mills. appears to be a resident of America, for
he was until recently n State Senator in the New York
Legislature, and has since then been acting as treasurer
of the Republican County Commitlee in Now York.

Ilven more surprising was the divorce of Mrs. Leonard
Thomas, who was the beautiful Blanche Oelrichs, from
her husband, who inherited his wealth from the great
Drexel banking firm of Philadelphia, In April Mrs. Thomas
admitted she had obtained a divorce in Paris and made
this statement:

“Yes, It is true we are divorced. Dut the divorce was
granted many, many months ago.”

Amerlean society had known that the Thomases wero
living apart, but did not learn for months that a divorce
had been granted.
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NTERNATL

Vies. Leonard Thomas, the Lovely

Society Woman, Poet
and Suffragist,
Who Obtained a
Divorce in Paris
“Many Months”
Before New
York Heard of It.

The divorce obtalned in
Paris by Mra. Joseph A.
Blake, formerly Mrs. Clar-
ence DMackay, appears
to have served as a fruit-
ful hint to other Amerlcan
women desiring freedom.
When Mrs. Mackay first
became estranged from
er multl-millionaire hus-
band 1n  America she
was threatened with all
kinds of unpleasant com-
pllcations, Mrs, Catherine
Ketchum Blake instituted
a $1,000,000 damage eult
against Mrs. Mackay for
allenating the affections
of Mrs. Blake's husband,
Dr. Joseph A. Blake, the
famous surgeon. Although
the suit was withdrawn the proceedings
caused Mrs, Mackay much annoyance and
distroaa,

Mrs, Mackay then established a res!-
dence in Maine and sociely understood
that she was golng to sue for a divorco
there, but this course evidently presentad
some inconvenlences. Quite unexpectedly
sho moved to Paris, and within a few
months oblained her divorce there,

It is not to be expected that all French
divorces will pass without question by
children, heirs and other persons con-
cerned. Mrs. Frank J. Gould (who was the
actregs, LLdith Kelly) has already raised
the question. She has brought suit for
divorce In America against her husband,
desplte the fact that he had obtained a
dlvorco In France,

Mrs. Gould asks her divorce In this coun-
try on the ground that she and her hus-
band were not domiciled in France when
tho divorco wags obtained, and that it was
slated in the decres that her husband's
domiclle wns Tarrytown, N. Y, Conse-
quently, she alleges, the French courts
conld not have had jurisdletion.

When inquiry was made of a prominent
New York, lawyer who has had much ex-
perience with French law, as to the valid-
ily of divorces obtained by Amerlcan citi-
zens in France, he sald:

“It {s imposaible to make a general and
dependable statement on that point. I un-
derstand that if a French divorce has ful-
filled the essential conditions required by
the New York courts it will bo held as
valid in New York as one obtalned in an-
olher American State.”
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